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DEVICES FOR FORECASTING RATIOS IN
HIERARCHIES

TECHNICAL FIELD

The present disclosure generally relates to computer-
implemented, processor device-based systems and methods
for forecasting ratios formed by a numerator time series and
a denominator time series that aggregate to form hierarchies
of time series.

BACKGROUND

Organizational decision-making processes can involve
forecasting a time series. Systems and methods for forecast-
ing ratio time series and forming hierarchical time series are
desirable.

SUMMARY

In accordance with the teachings provided herein, systems
and methods for forecasting ratio time series and forming
hierarchical time series are provided.

For example, a computer-implemented method can include
forming, on a computing device, hierarchies having compo-
nents that include a numerator time series with values from
input data, a denominator time series with values from the
input data, and a ratio time series of the numerator time series
over the denominator time series. The components are mod-
eled with the computing device to generate forecasted hier-
archies. The forecasted hierarchies are reconciled so that the
forecasted hierarchies are statistically consistent throughout
nodes of the forecasted hierarchies.

In another example, a system is provided that includes a
server device. The server device includes a processor and a
non-transitory computer readable storage medium containing
instructions that when executed on the processor cause the
processor to perform operations. The operations include
forming hierarchies having components that include a
numerator time series with values from input data, a denomi-
nator time series with values from the input data, and a ratio
time series of the numerator time series over the denominator
time series. The operations also include modeling the com-
ponents to generate forecasted hierarchies and reconciling the
forecasted hierarchies so that the forecasted hierarchies are
statistically consistent throughout nodes of the forecasted
hierarchies.

In another example, a computer-program product tangibly
embodied in a non-transitory machine-readable storage
medium is provided that includes instructions that can cause
a data processing apparatus to form hierarchies having com-
ponents that include a numerator time series with values from
input data, a denominator time series with values from the
input data, and a ratio time series of the numerator time series
over the denominator time series. The components are mod-
eled to generate forecasted hierarchies. The forecasted hier-
archies are reconciled so that the forecasted hierarchies are
statistically consistent throughout nodes of the forecasted
hierarchies.

The details of one or more embodiments are set forth in the
accompanying drawings and the description below. Other
features and aspects will become apparent from the descrip-
tion, the drawings, and the claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 shows an example of an environment that includes
a data processing device that can communicate with other
devices using a network.
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FIG. 2 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes processes for forecasting ratios.

FIG. 3 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes processes for forecasting components of hierarchies.

FIG. 4 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes model forecasting using a direct process.

FIG. 5 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes model forecasting using an indirect process.

FIG. 6 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes model forecasting using an adjusted process.

FIG. 7 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes reconciliation using a direct process.

FIG. 8 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes reconciliation using an indirect process.

FIG. 9 shows an example of a data flow diagram that
includes reconciliation using an adjusted process.

Like reference numbers and designations in the various
drawings indicate like elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Certain aspects include systems and methods for forecast-
ing ratios formed by numerator time series and denominator
time series that can aggregate to form hierarchical time series.
Server device-based time series model selection techniques
can be used to forecast ratios of time series organized in a
hierarchical fashion. The forecasted ratios can be reconciled
to achieve consistent reconciliation of the forecast ratios
throughout the hierarchy. A hierarchy of these forecasts can
be based on either a pre-determined natural stratification or a
business-driven segmentation.

In some aspects, hierarchies can be formed that have com-
ponents including a numerator time series with values from
input data, a denominator time series with values from input
data, and a ratio time series of the numerator time series over
the denominator time series. The components at each node
can be modeled and then reconciled so that the forecasted
hierarchies are statistically consistent throughout nodes of the
hierarchies.

Organizations can use forecasted ratios in a hierarchical
context in decision-making processes. The historical time
series related to numerator and denominator can be aggre-
gated with other related time series to form hierarchical time
series. The ratio time series can also form a hierarchical time
series. A hierarchy of these forecasts can be based on either a
pre-determined natural stratification or a business-driven seg-
mentation.

For example, given the claim amount (i.e., severity) and the
number of claims (i.e., counts) associated with loss and aver-
age loss for insurance loss as computed by the ratio of severity
and counts, forecasted ratios can provide forecasts for the
average loss (i.e., severity over counts). Claims can be orga-
nized by policies, geographic region, demographics, etc.

Another example is insurance costs. Given the total costs
related to an insurance policy (i.e., costs) and the number of
policy holders (i.e., counts), forecasted ratios can provide
forecasts of the cost per member per month. Costs can be
organized by policies, geographic region, demographics, etc.

Another example is manufacturing warranties. Given the
total claims (i.e., failures) and the number of units sold (i.e.,
counts) for manufacturing warranty claims, forecasted ratios
can provide forecasts of the incremental failure rate (i.e.,
failures over counts). Failures can be organized by product
line, type of warranty, factory, etc.

Another example is in a banking context. Forecasted ratios
can provide the average balance given the total credit card
balances (i.e., exposure) and the number of cardholders (i.e.,
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counts). Balances for banking purposes can be organized by
credit score, type of credit card, or another attribute.

FIG. 1 is an example of an environment in which certain
aspects may be implemented using a data processing device
100. The data processing device 100 includes a processor 102
that can execute code stored on a tangible computer-readable
medium in a memory 104 to cause the data processing device
100 to perform actions. The data processing device 100 may
be any device that can process data and execute code that is a
set of instructions to perform actions. Examples of the data
processing device 100 include a database server, a web server,
desktop personal computer, a laptop personal computer, a
server device, a handheld computing device, and a mobile
device.

Examples of the processor 102 include a microprocessor,
an application-specific integrated circuit (ASIC), a state
machine, or other suitable processor. The processor 102 may
include one processor or any number of processors. The pro-
cessor 102 can access code stored in the memory 104 via abus
106. The memory 104 may be any non-transitory computer-
readable medium configured for tangibly embodying code
and can include electronic, magnetic, or optical devices.
Examples of the memory 104 include random access memory
(RAM), read-only memory (ROM), a floppy disk, compact
disc, digital video device, magnetic disk, an ASIC, a config-
ured processor, or other storage device.

Instructions can be stored in the memory 104 as executable
code. The instructions can include processor-specific instruc-
tions generated by a compiler and/or an interpreter from code
written in any suitable computer-programming language. The
instructions can include an application, such as ratio forecast-
ing engine 108, that, when executed by the processor 102, can
cause the data processing device 100 to form hierarchies
including ratio time series, forecast the hierarchies, and rec-
oncile the hierarchies. Memory 104 includes a datastore 110
in which the forecasted hierarchies and reconciled hierarchies
can be stored.

The data processing device 100 includes an input/output
(I/O) interface 112 through which the data processing device
100 can communicate with devices and systems external to
the data processing device 100. For example, the data pro-
cessing device 100 can receive input data through I/O inter-
face 112 from sources, such as an input data storage device
114 connected to the data processing device 100 or an input
data storage device 116 through a network 118 connected to
the data processing device 100. Input data may be any type of
data usable for forming a numerator time series and/or a
denominator time series. Network 118 may be any suitable
network. Examples of network 118 include a wide area net-
work (WAN), a local area network (LAN), a wireless local
area network (WLAN), and a combination of these and/or
other types of networks.

FIG. 2 is a data flow diagram that depicts an example of
certain processes that can be performed by the data process-
ing device 100 of FIG. 1.

As shown in FIG. 2, the data processing device 100 uses
input data 202 in a process 204 of forming hierarchies. Input
data 202 can include data sets, such as data sets that include
time series for certain data types, or otherwise data that the
data processing device 100 organizes into time series. The
hierarchies include components 206, such as denominator
time series, numerator time series, and ratio time series
formed by the data processing device 100 executing the ratio
forecasting engine 108. In some aspects, the numerator time
series is aggregated, the denominator time series is aggre-
gated, and an aggregated ratio time series is generated in
forming the hierarchies.
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The data processing device 100 performs a process 208 of
modeling the components 206 of the hierarchies to generate
forecasted hierarchies 210. The components 206 can be mod-
eled independent or jointly, such as modeling the numerator
time series and the denominator time series jointly at a node
of'the hierarchies. The model for a node can include predictor
variables that may be different for the numerator series, the
denominator series or the ratio series, or may differ across
nodes. The components 206 can be modeled using various
methodologies, including a direct process, an indirect pro-
cess, and an adjusted process, applied to individual or aggre-
gated time series. In a direct process, a ratio model prediction
can be used to predict a ratio time series forecast directly. In
an indirect process, the ratio time series forecast can be deter-
mined based on a numerator time series forecast and a
denominator time series forecast. In some aspects, confidence
bands are derived for the forecasted hierarchies using a trans-
formation or simulation in the indirect process. In an adjusted
process, the numerator time series can be pre-adjusted by
dividing the numerator time series by the denominator time
series appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions, the pre-adjusted numerator time series can be modeled
to generate adjusted predictions, and the adjusted predictions
can be post-adjusted by multiplying the adjusted predictions
by the denominator time series appended with denominator
time series future predictions.

The data processing device 100 performs a process 212 of
reconciliation processing on the forecasted hierarchies 210 to
provide statistically consistent forecasted hierarchies 214 that
may be used for decision-making purposes. Reconciliation
processing can include reconciling the probability distribu-
tion, including the mean of the prediction distribution, the
prediction standard errors or variances, and upper and lower
confidence bands. Forecasted hierarchies 210 can be recon-
ciled using various methodologies, including a direct recon-
ciliation process, an indirect reconciliation process, and an
adjusted reconciliation process. A direct reconciliation pro-
cess can include using a weight associated with each of the
components in reconciling the forecasted hierarchies. The
weight may be a time-varying weight and may be determined
using reconciled forecasts for the denominator time series
and reconciled forecasts for aggregate denominator time
series. An indirect reconciliation process can include deter-
mining reconciled ratio forecasts using reconciled forecasts
for the numerator time series and reconciled forecasts for the
denominator time series. An adjusted reconciliation process
can include determining reconciled ratio forecasts using rec-
onciled forecasts for the numerator time series appended to
actual values and reconciled forecasts for the denominator
time series appended to actual values.

In some aspects, an override input 216 can be received by
the data processing device 100. The override input 216 may
indicate a change through a hierarchy, such as a change to a
numerator time series, a denominator time series, and/or a
ratio time series. For example, business personnel may apply
judgmental inputs for information not captured in historical
input data. In response to the override input 216, the data
processing device 100 can model the components, including
the change, to generate re-forecasted hierarchies, and can
re-reconcile the re-forecasted hierarchies to generate statisti-
cally consistent forecasted hierarchies 214 including the
change.

FIG. 3 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
forecasting components of hierarchies.

An input data set 300 can be used to form a numerator time
series 302 and a denominator time series 304. For example,
numerator time series values can be represented by y, ,, where
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te{t?,...,1,°} is the time index for the i” dependent series and
where i=1, . . . N. The aggregate of the individual numerator

time series can be represented by

N
Y, = Z Yig-
i=1

In the aggregation, missing values can be ignored. Denomi-
nator time series values can be represented by x, ,, where
te{t?,...,1,°} is the time index for the i” dependent series and
wherei=1,...N. The aggregate of the individual denominator
time series can be represented by

X, = Z Xige

N
i=1
In the aggregation, missing values can be ignored.

N can represent the number of series recorded in the time
series data set and i=1, . . ., N can represent the series index.
T can represent the length of the series and t=1, . . . , T can
represent the time index. The time index can be an ordered set
of contiguous integers representing time periods associated
with equally spaced time intervals. In some aspects, the
beginning and/or ending time index coincide. In other
aspects, the beginning and/or ending time index do not coin-
cide. The relationship, te{t?,t +1), . . ., (t°=1).t°}, can
represent the time index, where t,” and t,° represent the begin-
ning and ending time index for the i”* series, respectively.

The ratio time series 306 can be computed 308 using the
numerator time series 302 and the denominator time series
304. For example, ratio time series values may be the numera-
tor time series values over the denominator time series values
and can be represented by z, =y, /X, . where te{t,”, . . .17} is
the time index for the i dependent series, and i=1, . . . N.
When x, =0, then z,, can be set to missing. Z=Y /X, repre-
sents the ratio of aggregates of the numerator time series and
the denominator time series. Although possible,

N
Z: % Z Zis
i=1

typically. That is, the ratio time series may not be able to be
aggregated in the usual way. The ratio time series can repre-
sent average values or percentages.

The numerator time series, the denominator time series,
and the ratio time series can have individual (i.e., disaggre-
gate) and aggregate forms. Although processes applied to a
two-level hierarchy are described, multilevel hierarchies can
be formed by continuing to aggregate the aggregates and
processes can be applied to multilevel hierarchies.

Each of the numerator time series 302, denominator time
series 304, and ratio time series 306 can be applied to auto-
matic forecasting processes 310, 312, 314 to generate
numerator forecasts 316, denominator forecasts 318, and
ratio forecasts 320, respectively. The automatic forecasting
processes 310, 312, 314 can involve modeling using one or
more techniques, such as direct, indirect, and/or adjusted
processes. The numerator time series 302 and denominator
time series 304 may be modeled and forecast independently
or jointly using vector time series forecasting techniques. The
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models can include predictor variables. In some aspects, an
extend time series process 322 can be applied to the denomi-
nator time series 304 to generate an extended denominator
series 324 that can be used for modeling or reconciliation. A
time series model can be used to forecast each component
series. X, , ¥, and Z,, represent the model forecasts for the
denominator time series 304, numerator time series 302, and
ratio time series 306, respectively. Typically, 2, =¥, /X,
except on occasion. X, ,, ¥, , and Z, ,, represent the denomina-
tor time series 304, numerator time series 302, and ratio time
series 306, respectively, appended with future predictions
(i.e., extended series). Typically, 7, =y, /X, , except on occa-
sion.

FIG. 4 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
model forecasting using a direct process. Included in FIG. 4
are the numerator time series 302, the numerator forecasts
316, the ratio time series 306, the ratio forecasts 320, denomi-
nator time series 304, denominator forecasts 318, and
extended denominator series 324. The forecasts, which may
be model predictions, can be used directly to predict the
forecasts. For example, the numerator forecasts 316 can be
considered direct numerator forecasts 402, the ratio forecasts
320 can be considered direct ratio forecasts 404, and the
denominator forecasts 318 can be considered direct denomi-
nator forecasts 406. The direct ratio forecasts 404, which may
be individual or aggregate, can be determined without con-
sidering the numerator time series 302 or the denominator
time series 304. Confidence bands can be provided directly.

FIG. 5 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
model forecasting using an indirect process. Included in FIG.
5 are the numerator time series 302, the numerator forecasts
316, the ratio time series 306, the denominator time series
304, the denominator forecasts 318, and the extended
denominator series 324. In an indirect process, the ratio fore-
cast can be modeled based on the numerator forecasts 316 and
denominator forecasts 318, rather than directly. The numera-
tor forecasts 316 and the denominator forecasts 318 can be
used in indirect ratio forecasts process 502 to produce indirect
ratio forecasts 504. In some aspects, the indirect ratio fore-
casts 504 can be determined by the numerator forecasts 316
over the denominator forecasts 318. For example,

can represent the indirect ratio forecasts 504. The indirect
numerator forecasts 506 can be determined directly from the
numerator forecasts 316 and the indirect denominator fore-
casts 508 can be determined directly from the denominator
forecasts 318. The indirect ratio forecasts 504, the indirect
numerator forecasts 506, and the indirect denominator fore-
casts 508 may be individual or aggregate.

Confidence bands for the indirect process can be deter-
mined using Geary-Hinkley transformation or Monte Carlo

or other type of simulations. For example, 6‘in and gxf, can
indicate the prediction standard errors of ¥, , and X n respec-
tively, and f)l.,t can represent the contemporaneous correlation
of §, ,and X, ,, assuming that the distribution of §, , and X, ,is
Gaussian. ii, 1o and i, canindicate, respectively, the lower
and upper confidence limits of level a for , . If X, , is unlikely
to be negative, the Geary-Hinkley transformation can be used

to find the approximate prediction bands for Z, ,. For example:
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5‘1‘,12 - 5’;,1

Sip = gi,r(Z) =

A2 2 A A ~ A2
\/U—Xi,rz - Zpivfo—xi,r Tyie ¥ Ty

The variable s, , can be approximately distributed according
to a standard normal distribution. 1.~ and u,™ can be, respec-
tively, the lower and upper confidence limits of level a for a
standard normal distribution. Then,

~Z _
li,r,a = gi,r1 (ZQ/)

~Z -1, N
Uira = 8it (ug)

Monte Carlo simulations can be used to find empirical con-
fidence bands for Z, . For each fixed time t and series index i,
an arbitrarily large value M can be selected and M sets

can be drawn from a multivariate normal distribution with
mean [X, , ¥, ] and covariance matrix

The following relationship can be defined:

5 _ yi,r,j
i = 3~Ci,r,j >
=1...,M. ii,m andt, , , can be taken to be, respectively, the

o and (1-a) empirical quantiles of z, ,, j=1, . . ., M.

FIG. 6 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
model forecasting using an adjusted process. Included in FIG.
6 are the numerator time series 302, the numerator forecasts
316, the ratio time series 306, the denominator time series
304, the denominator forecasts 318, and the extended
denominator series 324. In an adjusted process, the numerator
time series 302 can be pre-adjusted in block 602 by the
extended denominator series 324 to produce an adjusted
numerator series 604. The computation in block 602 can be
represented by yi,tAﬁ/i,/)v(i,t. An automatic forecasting pro-
cess 606 can be applied to the adjusted numerator series 604
to produce an adjusted numerator forecast 608, which may be
adjusted predictions represented by }A/l.,tA and can be consid-
ered adjusted method ratio forecast 610. The adjusted
numerator forecast 608 can be post-adjusted in a re-adjusted
numerator forecasts process 612 using the extended denomi-
nator series 324 according to the following relationship,
¥:..=%.%, , to produce adjusted method numerator fore-
casts 614. An adjusted method denominator forecast 616 can
be determined directly from denominator forecasts 318.

Direct, indirect, and adjusted processes may be used with
forecast model combination (i.e., ensemble) techniques.

FIG. 7 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
reconciliation using a direct process. Included in FIG. 7 are
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direct numerator forecasts (aggregate) 702, direct numerator
forecasts (disaggregate) 704, direct ratio forecasts (aggre-
gate) 706, direct ratio forecasts (disaggregate) 708, direct
denominator forecasts (aggregate) 710, and direct denomina-
tor forecasts (disaggregate) 712. Although both aggregate and
disaggregate versions of component forecasts are shown, the
direct process for reconciliation can be applied to one, but not
both, of the aggregate or disaggregate versions of each of the
component forecasts.

A reconciliation process 714 can be applied to the direct
numerator forecasts (aggregate) 702 to produce a reconciled
numerator forecast (aggregate) 716. The reconciliation pro-
cess 714 can be applied to the direct numerator forecasts
(disaggregate) 704 to produce reconciled numerator forecast
(disaggregate) 718. A reconciliation process 720 can be
applied to the direct denominator forecasts (aggregate) 710 to
produce a reconciled denominator forecast (aggregate) 722.
The reconciliation process 720 can be applied to the direct
denominator forecasts (disaggregate) 712 to produce recon-
ciled denominator forecast (disaggregate) 724.

Ratio forecasts can be reconciled in a weighting process
726 using forms of weighting and reconciled numerator and
reconciled denominator forecasts to generate reconciled ratio
forecast (aggregate) 728 and/or reconciled ratio forecast (dis-
aggregate) 730. w, can represent the weight associated with
each series. The weight can be fixed across time. Reconcili-
ation of the ratio forecasts can be performed using one or
more of the following relationships:

(bottom-up) or

N
2 AR
Z = E WiZis
i=1

(top-down).

Time-varying weights can be used in the weighting process
726 in some aspects. w, , can represent the weight associated
with each series and a particular time. The weighting can be
varying over time. Reconciliation of the ratios can be per-
formed using one or more of the following relationships:

(bottom-up) or

2=

N

SR
Z Witk
i=1

(top-down). The weights can be changing over time (e.g., if
the series lengths differ) and the future weights may also be
needed for aggregation. The future weights can be predicted.
X, , can represent the reconciled forecasts for the denominator
time series appended to the actual values. XX can represent
the reconciled forecasts for the aggregate denominator time
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series appended to the actual values. The weights can be
determined using one or more of the following relationships:

_R
Bottom-Up Weights: w;, = Fc;,,/X‘-V,

N
Top-Down Weights: = (Z,Fcf,)/[ii,rz 2;,:]

i=1

Two forecasts may be needed to reconcile ratio forecasts at
higher levels of aggregation.

FIG. 8 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
reconciliation using an indirect process. Included in FIG. 8
are indirect numerator forecasts (aggregate) 802, indirect
numerator forecasts (disaggregate) 804, indirect ratio fore-
casts (aggregate) 806, indirect ratio forecasts (disaggregate)
808, indirect denominator forecasts (aggregate) 810, and
indirect denominator forecasts (disaggregate) 812. Although
both aggregate and disaggregate versions of component fore-
casts are shown, the indirect process for reconciliation can be
applied to one, but not both, of the aggregate or disaggregate
versions of each of the component forecasts.

A reconciliation process 814 can be applied to the indirect
numerator forecasts (aggregate) 802 to produce a reconciled
numerator forecast (aggregate) 816. The reconciliation pro-
cess 814 can be applied to the indirect numerator forecasts
(disaggregate) 804 to produce reconciled numerator forecast
(disaggregate) 818. A reconciliation process 820 can be
applied to the indirect denominator forecasts (aggregate) 810
to produce a reconciled denominator forecast (aggregate)
822. The reconciliation process 820 can be applied to the
indirect denominator forecasts (disaggregate) 812 to produce
reconciled denominator forecast (disaggregate) 824.

The reconciled numerator forecast (aggregate) 816 and the
reconciled denominator forecast (aggregate) 822 can be used
in a ratio computing process 826 to determine the reconciled
ratio forecast (aggregate) 828. The reconciled numerator
forecast (disaggregate) 818 and the reconciled denominator
forecast (disaggregate) 824 can be used in a ratio computing
process 830 to determine the reconciled ratio forecast (disag-
gregate) 832. For example, }A/i,tR and f(l.,tR can represent the
reconciled forecasts for the numerator and denominator time
series. ¥ 2 and X X can represent the reconciled forecasts for
the aggregate numerator and aggregate denominator time
series. The indirect reconciled ratio forecasts can be deter-
mined as follows: 2, /=y, */%, / and Z/2=Y F/X F.

FIG. 9 is a data flow diagram depicting an example of
reconciliation using an adjusted process. Included in FIG. 9
are adjusted numerator forecasts (aggregate) 902, adjusted
numerator forecasts (disaggregate) 904, adjusted ratio fore-
casts (aggregate) 906, adjusted ratio forecasts (disaggregate)
908, adjusted denominator forecasts (aggregate) 910, and
adjusted denominator forecasts (disaggregate) 912. Although
both aggregate and disaggregate versions of component fore-
casts are shown, the adjusted process for reconciliation can be
applied to one, but not both, of the aggregate or disaggregate
versions of each of the component forecasts.

A reconciliation process 914 can be applied to the adjusted
numerator forecasts (aggregate) 902 to produce a reconciled
numerator forecast (aggregate) 916. The reconciliation pro-
cess 914 can be applied to the adjusted numerator forecasts
(disaggregate) 904 to produce reconciled numerator forecast
(disaggregate) 918. A reconciliation process 920 can be
applied to the adjusted denominator forecasts (aggregate) 910
to produce a reconciled denominator forecast (aggregate)
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922. The reconciliation process 920 can be applied to the
adjusted denominator forecasts (disaggregate) 912 to pro-
duce reconciled denominator forecast (disaggregate) 924.

The reconciled numerator forecast (aggregate) 916 and the
reconciled denominator forecast (aggregate) 922 can be used
in a ratio computing process 926 to determine the reconciled
ratio forecast (aggregate) 928. The reconciled numerator
forecast (disaggregate) 918 and the reconciled denominator
forecast (disaggregate) 924 can be used in a ratio computing
process 930 to determine the reconciled ratio forecast (disag-
gregate) 932. For example, )V(l.,tR can represent the reconciled
forecasts for the denominator time series appended to the
actual values. X, can represent the reconciled forecasts for
the aggregate denominator time series appended to the actual
values. }V/i,tAR can represent the reconciled forecasts for the
adjusted numerator series. YtAR can represent the reconciled
forecasts for the adjusted aggregate numerator time series.
The adjusted reconciled ratio forecasts can be determined
using the following relationships: Z, %=y, #%/%, X and
2AR=Y ARIX R,

The following is an example of using certain aspects in
forecasting ratios in hierarchies. A large manufacturing com-
pany is seeking to forecast the amount of cash reserves that it
needs to retain for covering warranty claims on its products.
This problem can involve accounting processes that are less
concerned with under-allocated versus “lazy” capital (i.e.,
respectively: money that is not available to cover claims ver-
sus money that is tied up in reserve and not available for
investment). The practical application of the problem can be
focused on two areas: (1) accurate financial reporting where
projected profits are impacted by over/under allocation of
expected reserves, and (2) customer perceptions about the
stability and quality of the product line.

Using the screening process, the problem could be formu-
lated in forecasting the total cost of claims over time directly,
which may include some adjustment for expected growth and
inflation. Alternatively, the total claims or some form of a
failure rate (e.g., total claims per units in the field) can be
forecasted. Forecasting as a ratio can provide a form of con-
sistency through analysis of the incremental failure rate (i.e.,
number of units sold that failed divided by the number of units
sold in the field). This can assume some degree of stability
based on classical reliability analysis that projects a paramet-
ric distribution curve based on a long-running and slowly
evolving statistical quality control process.

The components of the forecast can be known. For
example, the numerator can be the number of actual failures
and the denominator can be the embedded base for potential
failures. The denominator may be deterministic and/or con-
trollable. For example, the company can have a planned pro-
duction cycle for an extended period of time, although market
demand may cause adjustments. Market pressure, planned
recalls, promotional warranty offerings, length of warranty,
availability of parts, and other causal factors may influence
the numerator, denominator, or both. Low volatility may be
expected on the denominator. Moderate volatility may be
expected on the numerator that could vary based on the age of
the units. The historical data streams can be robust for the
numerator and denominator. The additional internal/external
covariates, however, may not be accurately and consistently
captured over a long period.

A hierarchical forecast can be used since the reserves may
be partitioned into a geographic segment (e.g., manufacturing
plant) and product line (e.g., refrigerators, washer/dryers,
HVAC, etc.). The manufacturing can be assumed to be dis-
tributed equitably across plants. If the company is well-estab-
lished, the customer base for the more popular product lines
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may be somewhat similar. An exception may be “specialty”
products that are only sold to specific markets. Plant defini-
tions can be relatively stable unless a serious economic
upturn/downturn warrants either expansion or closure. In that
case, some of the historical plant data may need to be reclas-
sified hierarchically (in the case of consolidation) or re-dis-
tributed (e.g., new plants). Product lines (at a macro level)
may be relatively stable (although new models may be less
$0).

A direct process can be applied since, for example, the
incremental failure rate (IFR) is an appropriate metric, the
numerator variable (i.e., number of units in the field) is some-
what deterministic and stable, the appropriate hierarchy (e.g.,
top line, plant, product, etc.) is stable and equitably seg-
mented. Furthermore, an additional hierarchical level can be
added that reflects the IFR for products of a certain age. For
example, separate IFR’s can be forecasted for one-month-old
units, two-month-old, etc., with the end date based on the
warranty. The expanded hierarchy can include: (top line,
plant, product, age). Bottom-up reconciliation can be used if
the categories contain sufficient data. Furthermore, a separate
forecast for cost/claim can be perhaps, such as with an indi-
rect process and involve a different level of forecast segmen-
tation (hierarchy) more focused on type of claim (i.e., much
more erratic and volatile). In addition, the IFR forecasts can
be matched with the projected volumes and cost/claim (ad-
justed for inflation), thus forming a picture of the requisite
reserves.

Embodiments of the subject matter and the functional
operations described in this specification can be implemented
in digital electronic circuitry, or in computer software, firm-
ware, or hardware, including the structures disclosed in this
specification and their structural equivalents, or in combina-
tions of one or more of them. Embodiments of the subject
matter described in this specification can be implemented as
one or more computer program products, i.e., one or more
modules of computer program instructions encoded on a
computer readable medium for execution by, or to control the
operation of, data processing apparatus.

The computer readable medium can be a machine readable
storage device, a machine readable storage substrate, a
memory device, a composition of matter effecting a machine
readable propagated communication, or a combination ofone
or more of them. The term “data processing device” encom-
passes all apparatus, devices, and machines for processing
data, including by way of example a programmable proces-
sor, a computer, or multiple processors or computers. The
device can include, in addition to hardware, code that creates
an execution environment for the computer program in ques-
tion, e.g., code that constitutes processor firmware, a protocol
stack, a database management system, an operating system,
or a combination of one or more of them.

A computer program (also known as a program, software,
software application, script, or code), can be written in any
form of programming language, including compiled or inter-
preted languages, and it can be deployed in any form, includ-
ing as a standalone program or as a module, component,
subroutine, or other unit suitable for use in a computing
environment. A computer program does not necessarily cor-
respond to a file in a file system. A program can be stored in
aportion of a file that holds other programs or data (e.g., on or
more scripts stored in a markup language document), in a
single file dedicated to the program in question, or in multiple
coordinated files (e.g., files that store one or more modules,
sub programs, or portions of code). A computer program can
be deployed to be executed on one computer or on multiple
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computers that are located at one site or distributed across
multiple sites and interconnected by a communication net-
work.

The processes and logic flows described in this specifica-
tion can be performed by one or more programmable proces-
sors executing one or more computer programs to perform
functions by operating on input data and generating output.
The processes and logic flows can also be performed by, and
a device can also be implemented as, special purpose logic
circuitry, e.g., an FPGA (field programmable gate array) or an
ASIC.

Processors suitable for the execution of a computer pro-
gram include, by way of example, both general and special
purpose microprocessors, and any one or more processors of
any kind of digital computer. Generally, a processor will
receive instructions and data from a read only memory or a
random access memory or both. The essential elements of a
computer are a processor for performing instructions and one
or more memory devices for storing instructions and data.
Generally, a computer will also include, or be operatively
coupled to receive data from or transfer data to, or both, one
or more mass storage devices for storing data, e.g., magnetic,
magneto optical disks, or optical disks. However, a computer
need not have such devices. Moreover, a computer can be
embedded in another device, e.g., a mobile telephone, a per-
sonal digital assistant (PDA), a mobile audio player, a Global
Positioning System (GPS) receiver, to name just a few. Com-
puter readable media suitable for storing computer program
instructions and data include all forms of nonvolatile
memory, media, and memory devices, including by way of
example semiconductor memory devices, e.g.,, EPROM,
EEPROM, and flash memory devices; magnetic disks, e.g.,
internal hard disks or removable disks; magneto optical disks;
and CD ROM and DVD ROM disks. The processor and the
memory can be supplemented by, or incorporated in, special
purpose logic circuitry.

To provide for interaction with a user, embodiments of the
subject matter described in this specification can be imple-
mented on a computer having a display device, e.g., a CRT
(cathode ray tube) to LCD (liquid crystal display) monitor, for
displaying information to the user and a keyboard and a
pointing device, e.g., amouse or a trackball, by which the user
can provide input to the computer. Other kinds of devices can
be used to provide for interaction with a user as well; for
example, feedback provided to the user can be any form of
sensory feedback, e.g., visual feedback, auditory feedback, or
tactile feedback; and input from the user can be received in
any from, including acoustic, speech, or tactile input.

Embodiments of the subject matter described in this speci-
fication can be implemented in a computing system that
includes a back end component, e.g., as a data server, or that
includes a middleware component, e.g., an application server,
orthatincludes a front end component, e.g., aclient computer
having a graphical user interface or a Web browser through
which a user can interact with an implementation of the
subject matter described in this specification, or any combi-
nation of one or more such back end, middleware, or front end
components. The components of the system can be intercon-
nected by any form or medium of digital data communication,
e.g., a communication network. Examples of communication
networks include a LAN and a WAN, e.g., the Internet.

The computing system can include clients and servers. A
client and server are generally remote from each other and
typically interact through a communication network. The
relationship of client and server arises by virtue of computer
programs running on the respective computers and having a
client server relationship to each other.
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While this specification contains many specifics, these
should not be construed as limitations on the scope or of what
may be claimed, but rather as descriptions of features specific
to particular embodiments. Certain features that are described
in this specification in the context or separate embodiments
can also be implemented in combination in a single embodi-
ment. Conversely, various features that are described in the
context of a single embodiment can also be implemented in
multiple embodiments separately or in any suitable subcom-
bination. Moreover, although features may be described
above as acting in certain combinations and even initially
claimed as such, one or more features from a claimed com-
bination can in some cases be excised from the combination,
and the claimed combination may be directed to a subcom-
bination or variation of a subcombination.

Similarly, while operations are depicted in the drawings in
a particular order, this should not be understood as requiring
that such operations be performed in the particular order
shown or in sequential order, or that all illustrated operations
be performed, to achieve desirable results. In certain circum-
stances, multitasking and parallel processing may be advan-
tageous. Moreover, the separation of various system compo-
nents in the embodiments described above should not be
understood as requiring such separation in all embodiments,
and it should be understood that the described program com-
ponents and systems can generally be integrated together in a
single software product or packaged into multiple software
products.

Thus, particular embodiments have been described. Other
embodiments are within the scope of the following claims.
For example, the actions recited in the claims can be per-
formed in a different order and still achieve desirable results.

What is claimed is:
1. A computer implemented method, comprising:
forming, on a computing device, hierarchies having com-
ponents that include a numerator time series with values
from input data, a denominator time series with values
from the input data, and a ratio time series of the numera-
tor time series over the denominator time series;

modeling, with the computing device, the components to
generate forecasted hierarchies; and

reconciling the forecasted hierarchies so that the forecasted

hierarchies are statistically consistent throughout nodes
of the forecasted hierarchies.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

responsive to receiving an override that includes a change

to at least one of the hierarchies,

modeling the components to generate re-forecasted hierar-

chies; and

re-reconciling the re-forecasted hierarchies.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes modeling each component independently
from each other.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes modeling the numerator time series and the
denominator time series jointly at a node of the hierarchies.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes using a ratio model prediction directly to pre-
dict a ratio time series forecast.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein reconciling the fore-
casted hierarchies includes using a weight associated with
each of the components.

7. The method of claim 6, wherein the weight is a time-
varying weight.
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8. The method of claim 7, further comprising:

determining the weight using reconciled forecasts for the

denominator time series and reconciled forecasts for an
aggregate denominator time series.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes determining the ratio time series forecast
based on a numerator time series forecast and a denominator
time series forecast.

10. The method of claim 9, wherein reconciling the fore-
casted hierarchies includes determining reconciled ratio fore-
casts using reconciled forecasts for the numerator time series
and reconciled forecasts for the denominator time series.

11. The method of claim 9, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes deriving confidence bands for the forecasted
hierarchies using a transformation or simulation.

12. The method of claim 1, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes:

pre-adjusting the numerator time series by dividing the

numerator time series by the denominator time series
appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions;

modeling the pre-adjusted numerator time series to gener-

ate adjusted predictions; and

post-adjusting the adjusted predictions by multiplying the

adjusted predictions by the denominator time series
appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions.

13. The method of claim 12, wherein reconciling the fore-
casted hierarchies includes:

determining reconciled ratio forecasts using reconciled

forecasts for the numerator time series appended to
actual values and reconciled forecasts for the denomi-
nator time series appended to actual values.

14. The method of claim 1, wherein forming the hierarchies
includes:

aggregating the numerator time series;

aggregating the denominator time series; and

generating an aggregated ratio of the aggregated numerator

time series and the aggregated denominator time series.

15. The method of claim 14, wherein modeling the com-
ponents includes using ratio model prediction directly to pre-
dict a ratio forecast for the aggregated ratio.

16. The method of claim 14, wherein modeling the com-
ponents includes predicting a ratio forecast for the aggregated
ratio using a forecast of the aggregated numerator time series
and a forecast of the aggregated denominator time series.

17. The method of claim 14, wherein modeling the com-
ponents includes:

pre-adjusting the aggregated numerator time series by

dividing the aggregated numerator time series by the
aggregated denominator time series appended with
future predictions;

modeling the pre-adjusted aggregated numerator time

series to generate adjusted aggregated predictions for
the numerator time series; and

post-adjusting the adjusted aggregated predictions by mul-

tiplying the adjusted aggregated predictions with the
aggregated denominator time series appended with the
future predictions.

18. A system, comprising:

a server device that includes:

a processor; and

anon transitory computer readable storage medium con-
taining instructions that when executed on the proces-
sor cause the processor to perform operations includ-
ing:
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forming hierarchies having components thatinclude a
numerator time series with values from input data,
a denominator time series with values from the
input data, and a ratio time series of the numerator
time series over the denominator time series;

modeling the components to generate forecasted hier-
archies; and

reconciling the forecasted hierarchies so that the fore-
casted hierarchies are statistically consistent
throughout nodes of the forecasted hierarchies.

19. The system of claim 18, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations including:

responsive to receiving an override that includes a change

to at least one of the hierarchies,

modeling the components to generate re-forecasted hierar-

chies; and

re-reconciling the re-forecasted hierarchies.

20. The system of claim 18, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes modeling each component independently
from each other.

21. The system of claim 18, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes modeling the numerator time series and the
denominator time series jointly at a node of the hierarchies.

22. The system of claim 18, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes using a ratio model prediction directly to pre-
dict a ratio time series forecast.

23. The system of claim 22, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations including:

reconciling the forecasted hierarchies by using a weight

associated with each of the components.

24. The system of claim 23, wherein the weight is a time-
varying weight.

25. The system of claim 24, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations including:

determining the weight using reconciled forecasts for the

denominator time series and reconciled forecasts for
aggregate denominator time series.

26. The system of claim 18, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes determining the ratio time series forecast
based on a numerator time series forecast and a denominator
time series forecast.

27. The system of claim 26, wherein reconciling the fore-
casted hierarchies includes determining reconciled ratio fore-
casts using reconciled forecasts for the numerator time series
and reconciled forecasts for the denominator time series.

28. The system of claim 26, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes deriving confidence bands for the forecasted
hierarchies using a transformation or simulation.

29. The system of claim 18, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations using the modeling the components
including:

pre-adjusting the numerator time series by dividing the

numerator time series by the denominator time series
appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions;

modeling the pre-adjusted numerator time series to gener-

ate adjusted predictions; and

post-adjusting the adjusted predictions by multiplying the

adjusted predictions by the denominator time series
appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions.
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30. The system of claim 29, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations including:

reconciling the forecasted hierarchies by determining rec-

onciled ratio forecasts using reconciled forecasts for the
numerator time series appended to actual values and
reconciled forecasts for the denominator time series
appended to actual values.

31. The system of claim 18, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations including forming the hierarchies by
operations including:

aggregating the numerator time series;

aggregating the denominator time series; and

generating an aggregated ratio of the aggregated numerator

time series and the aggregated denominator time series.

32. The system of claim 31, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes using ratio model prediction directly to predict
a ratio forecast for the aggregated ratio.

33. The system of claim 31, wherein modeling the compo-
nents includes predicting a ratio forecast for the aggregated
ratio using a forecast of the aggregated numerator time series
and a forecast of the aggregated denominator time series.

34. The system of claim 31, wherein the server device
includes instructions configured to cause the processor to
perform operations including modeling the components with
operations including:

pre-adjusting the aggregated numerator time series by

dividing the aggregated numerator time series by the
aggregated denominator time series appended with
future predictions;

modeling the pre-adjusted aggregated numerator time

series to generate adjusted aggregated predictions for
the numerator time series; and

post-adjusting the adjusted aggregated predictions by mul-

tiplying the adjusted aggregated predictions with the
aggregated denominator time series appended with the
future predictions.

35. A computer-program product tangibly embodied in a
non-transitory machine readable storage medium, including
instructions configured to cause a data processing apparatus
to:

form hierarchies having components that include a

numerator time series with values from input data, a
denominator time series with values from the input data,
and a ratio time series of the numerator time series over
the denominator time series;

model the components to generate forecasted hierarchies;

and

reconcile the forecasted hierarchies so that the forecasted

hierarchies are statistically consistent throughout nodes
of the forecasted hierarchies.

36. The computer-program product of claim 35, further
comprising instructions configured to cause the data process-
ing apparatus to:

responsive to receiving an override that includes a change

to at least one of the hierarchies,

model the components to generate re-forecasted hierar-

chies; and

re-reconcile the re-forecasted hierarchies.

37. The computer-program product of claim 35, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for modeling
each component independently from each other.

38. The computer-program product of claim 35, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for modeling
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the numerator time series and the denominator time series
jointly at a node of the hierarchies.

39. The computer-program product of claim 35, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for using a
ratio model prediction directly to predict a ratio time series
forecast.

40. The computer-program product of claim 39, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to reconcile the forecasted hierarchies includes instructions
for using a weight associated with each of the components.

41. The computer-program product of claim 40, wherein
the weight is a time-varying weight.

42. The computer-program product of claim 41, further
comprising instructions configured to cause the data process-
ing apparatus to determine the weight using reconciled fore-
casts for the denominator time series and reconciled forecasts
for aggregate denominator time series.

43. The computer-program product of claim 35, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for determin-
ing the ratio time series forecast based on a numerator time
series forecast and a denominator time series forecast.

44. The computer-program product of claim 43, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to reconcile the forecasted hierarchies includes instructions
for determining reconciled ratio forecasts using reconciled
forecasts for the numerator time series and reconciled fore-
casts for the denominator time series.

45. The computer-program product of claim 43, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for deriving
confidence bands for the forecasted hierarchies using a trans-
formation or simulation.

46. The computer-program product of claim 43, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for:

pre-adjusting the numerator time series by dividing the

numerator time series by the denominator time series
appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions;

modeling the pre-adjusted numerator time series to gener-

ate adjusted predictions; and
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post-adjusting the adjusted predictions by multiplying the
adjusted predictions by the denominator time series
appended with denominator time series future predic-
tions.

47. The computer-program product of claim 46, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to reconcile the forecasted hierarchies includes instructions
for determining reconciled ratio forecasts using reconciled
forecasts for the numerator time series appended to actual
values and reconciled forecasts for the denominator time
series appended to actual values.

48. The computer-program product of claim 35, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to form the hierarchies includes instructions for:

aggregating the numerator time series;

aggregating the denominator time series; and

generating an aggregated ratio of the aggregated numerator

time series and the aggregated denominator time series.

49. The computer-program product of claim 48, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for using ratio
model prediction directly to predict a ratio forecast for the
aggregated ratio.

50. The computer-program product of claim 49, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for predicting
a ratio forecast for the aggregated ratio using a forecast of the
aggregated numerator time series and a forecast of the aggre-
gated denominator time series.

51. The computer-program product of claim 49, wherein
instructions configured to cause the data processing apparatus
to model the components includes instructions for:

pre-adjusting the aggregated numerator time series by

dividing the aggregated numerator time series by the
aggregated denominator time series appended with
future predictions;

modeling the pre-adjusted aggregated numerator time

series to generate adjusted aggregated predictions for
the numerator time series; and

post-adjusting the adjusted aggregated predictions by mul-

tiplying the adjusted aggregated predictions with the
aggregated denominator time series appended with the
future predictions.
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